The present article examines the text-based content of the discussion on linguistics held in 1950 on the pages of the newspaper Pravda. The focus is on the means and forms of expressing evaluation and axiological semantics. The authors set a goal to characterize the linguistic-ideological component of the discussion revealing at the same time the features determined, on the one hand, by the dependence on state ideology and the framework of the Soviet journalese discourse, and on the other hand, by the subject of the discussion and the status of its participants. The materials of the "linguistic discussion" reflected the signs of scientific polemical discourse and conflict communication in the discourse of the media. To the former belong: the abundance of evaluative vocabulary which expresses predominantly a rationalistic assessment; the active usage of interrogative sentences and question-answer complexes. The conditions of public communication accounted for the expression of the axiological notional "friend-foe" opposition and the expressive richness of separate text items. The main means of the "friend-foe" opposition's representation are ideologemes and a system of metaphors. The common linguistic and pragmatic features of the discussion are found on the level of syntax and are manifested in the active usage of interrogative, negative and adversative constructions. A characteristic feature is the usage of question-answer complexes, and expressivisation of the text through adversative constructions and antitheses. It is shown that the question-answer complexes, the adversative constructions, the expressive richness of separate fragments of speeches carry out in this discussion a manipulative function.
Introduction
The discussion on the issues of linguistics was held on the pages of the most influential Soviet newspaper, the official paper of the Communist Part of the Soviet Union, the newspaper Pravda in 1950. Invoking to such a remote event is justified by a variety of reasons. Firstly, the study of the public polemical discourse of different historical periods contributes to a deeper comprehension of the mass communication phenomenon and mass-media phenomenon the latter being mass communication's agent. It should be noted that the reviewing of the scientific discussion taking place in the mass information space is of special interest not least because it is a rather unusual occurrence because general public is usually interested not in the scientific discussion but in the practical appliance of the scientific research. Secondly, in a rather short period of 1947-1951 the discussion on the problems of philosophy, biology, physiology of higher nervous activity, psychology, chemistry, political economy took place in the USSR. During these discussions, including the linguistic one, not only the influence of the Soviet state ideology on science was demonstrated (Berkov, 2015) but also "the belief in the positive and beneficial" character of this influence was revealed (Ideology, 2008) . The materials of the discussion on the issues of linguistics give us the opportunity, on the one hand, to conceptualise the role of the ideological component in goal-setting and methodology of linguistics and, on the other hand, to comprehend the role of language in exercising the ideological influence, the latter being a topical issue at present time -the time of information and psychological warfare.
Problem Statement
The world reputation of the Soviet science was one of the most important objects of the ideological propaganda in the USSR (Druzhinin, 2017; Tiknonov, 2016) . The ongoing cold war accounted for the tough adversarial opposition of the socialist and capitalist blocs. Science, alongside with art, became the sphere where the Soviet state posed itself as a competitive and possessing certain advantages social institution. The topic of the discussion was "the new theory of language" of the Soviet linguist Nikolay Yakovlevich Marr (1864 Marr ( -1934 . By 1950 this theory had attained the status of almost "official" linguistics and was introduced as an academic discipline and as a methodological framework of the scientific research. N.Y. Marr declared his theory as the only true one as its methodological foundation was based on the philosophy of Marxism-Leninism, and in this sense Marr's theory was opposed to the western and "bourgeois" linguistics. Due to the official orthodoxy nobody doubted Marr' s thesis about the methodological advantage of the Soviet linguistics; Marr's academic standing was never questioned. The right of "the new theory of language" to be called "Marxist" and to determine the development path of the Soviet linguistic science was debated. The ideological context common for the whole country at that period specified the pragmatic characteristics and the style of the disputants' speeches.
Research Questions
The range of problems of the present research is connected with some topical issues which occupy centre stage in the studies of Russian and foreign scientists. Namely, the discussion of the Soviet scientists is studied from the historical and philosophical points of view (Druzhinin, 2017; Ideology, 2008; Tikhonov, 2016) . Some researchers pay attention to the background and dynamics of the discussion on language and linguistics issues, to the possible interest of I.V. Stalin in linguistics (Alpatov, 2004; Ilizarov, 2003) . Other scholars describe the linguistic theory of N.Y. Marr and the phenomenon of Marrism in the history of the Soviet linguistics http: //dx.doi.org/10.15405/epsbs.2018.04.02.45 Corresponding Author: Natalya Petrova. Selection and peer-review under responsibility of the Organizing Committee of the conference eISSN: 312 (Gorbanevsky, 1991; Voloshina, 2017; Stein & Petrenko, 2016) . Some academic specialists describe the language means of influence and manipulation in the political and scientific discourse (Karasik, 2015; Koshkarova, 2017; Kupina, 2014; Romanova, Malafeev, Morozova, Klimova (Fokina), 2017; Nau & Stewart, 2014; Weinmann, Roth, Schneider, Kramer, Hopp, Bindl, Vorderer, 2017) . The theory of conceptual metaphor is dwelt upon in a lot of publications (Budaev, Chudinov, Tsygankova, 2017; Kushneruk, Afanasyeva, Kurochkina, Mineeva, 2017; Thibodeau, Hendricks, Boroditsky, 2017) . The outstanding feature of the present research consists in the attempt to reveal the linguistic and pragmatic specifics of the discussion on the issues of linguistics and justify its dependence on the ideologically-biased scientific and journalese discourse of the USSR in the middle of the XX century.
Purpose of the Study
The text materials of the discussion function as the object of the present research, and the means and forms of the evaluative and axiological semantics' expression act as the subject of the study. The aim of the authors is to characterize the linguistic and ideological component of the public discussion on the issues of linguistics revealing its typical and specific features which are determined, on the one hand, by the dependence on state ideology and the framework of the Soviet journalese discourse, and on the other hand, by the subject of the discussion and the status of its participants. The references to the sources of the discussion materials are given according to the anthology "Discussions in the Soviet Science and Ideology" (Discussions, 2009).
Research Methods
For the achievement of the set goal it was necessary to reveal the peculiar language means through which the discussion's participants realized the strategies of influence and convincing. The selection of the representative material was carried out on the basis of the methods of observation, comparison and description. The following objects of study were singled out: lexical units with the evaluative meaning; conceptual metaphors; question-answer units and adversative constructions. The estimation of the semantics, communicative and pragmatic functions of the identified objects was carried out with the help of the methods of discursive, linguistic and pragmatic, linguistic and cultural, contextual analysis. These methods helped to study the language units taking into account their syntagmatic, paradigmatic, intertextual, associative relations and cultural context. Besides, the method of polysystemic (systematic and integrated) analysis was used; it was aimed at the study of the split-level language means united by the similarity of the semantic function. The semantic and stylistic method was used with the help of which the text functions of the cognitive metaphors were described.
Findings

Linguistic and pragmatic characteristics
The rhetoric of the speeches of both parts has some common linguistic and pragmatic features which display close connection of the present discussion with the Soviet journalese polemical discourse. The genre of the discussion accounted for the abundance of the lexical means which express the evaluative meanings, among which the rational ones dominate: utilitarian, teleological, intellectual, true-false, quantitative (this classification is based on the theory by N.D. Arutyunova, 1988) . As a rule, the object of evaluation is the teaching of N.Y. Marr, his http://dx.doi.org/10.15405/epsbs.2018.04.02.45 Corresponding Author: Natalya Petrova. Selection and peer-review under The axiological 'friend-foe' opposition is the characteristic feature of the polemical discourse (Chernyavskaya & Molodychenko, 2014; Karasik, 2015; Koshkarova, 2017) . We consider this opposition to be the key one for this discussion. The ideologemes, "the verbally shaped politically charged issues" (Kupina, 2014: 55) , serve as the main means of the verbal representation of the above-mentioned opposition. These ideologemes are always connected with the definite general evaluative meaning. The following words and expressions belong to these ideologemes: Soviet, Marxist, Leninist, materialistic ("friend" → "value" → positive evaluation), bourgeois, western, idealistic, comparative and historical linguistics ("foe" → "anti-value" → negative evaluation). In the speeches of the discussion's participants this lexis labels the defined object as belonging to the circle of "friends"
(which is good) or, on the contrary, to the circle of "foes" (which is bad) rather than expresses the relevant notion, Vinogradov. Pravda. June 6, 1950).
In the framework of the 'friend-foe' opposition the usage of the ideologemes could serve as a manipulative means of the opponent's discreditation not only as a scientist but also as a trustworthy citizen. Academician I.I. 
Metaphor usage
In the process of labeling of the 'friend-foe' opposition, metaphors, namely the metaphor of language construction ("friends" − build, "foes" − ruin), play a great role: задач языкового строительства нашей The 'friend-foe' opposition whose implication is the ideological confrontation is also reflected in the destructive metaphors of war, struggle, and restrain which are also coherent with the rhetoric of the Soviet 
Syntactic level
The common linguistic and pragmatic features of the speeches are also demonstrated on the syntactic level. 
May 23, 1950).
The categorical wording is achieved by means of the general negative sentence which is used in response.
The negation in this general negative sentence applies to the predicate and is updated by a range of specific negative parallelism alongside with the lexical and root repetitions adds to the categorical wording and expressive character of evaluation. The manipulative potential of such constructions is rather strong as they "signal about the active interference of the author into argumentation. It is expressed in the categorical imposing of the author's point of view and in the addressee's "pressure" (Nephyodov, 2015) . Bulakhovskiy. Pravda. June 13, 1950) . The constructions of this kind perform several functions which are determined by the genre specifics and the discursive conditions in which the discussion took place. The discussion on the issues of linguistics which was held on the pages of the mass Soviet newspaper includes the elements of the scientific and mass-media discourse. It should be underlined that in the conflict discourse of the mass-media the interrogative constructions "let the author convey the negative information quite safely for himself" (Popkova, 2015: 163) . In the scientific discourse one of the functions of the question-answer complexes is "notional catching
or generalization of what was said before with the aim of the following disputing and reinterpretation but from the alternative point of view" (Nephyodov, 2015) .
The latter can be applied to the adversative constructions with the conjunctions но (but), однако (however) which are used to introduce the "foe" position (in the first part of the construction) and "friend" position (in the second part of the construction). In our opinion, such constructions are relevant to the constructions of concessive assumption when the speaker in the first part "intentionally makes a concession, agrees with somebody's opinion, has to put up with something", and in the second part he expresses his "true point of view" (Toptygina, 2011) Marr's ideas about the regularities and factors of the language origin in the light of modern theories about language anthropocentrism. The scientists often argue about the event connected with the discussion on the issues of linguistics. The government order for the ideologically "correct" human science seems to be naive in the XXI century. But at the same time an open scientific discussion on the issues of linguistics makes a great impression on the reader nowadays. From our point of view, orientation at the diversity of opinions, personalism, the probable character of knowledge leads to the fact that the search for truth is not admitted as the goal of scientific cognition.
This leads to the society's unresponsiveness to the scientific ideas, especially in the sphere of human sciences which are not directly connected with the person's material needs.
